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923A Fulton St* 
S.F., Calif. 
94117 



Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

I am rushing this letter off so that I can report to you 
some very good newso A longer letter will follow but not as soon 
as I would hope to get one out to youo 

The good news is this: In today's San Francisco Examiner, 

Don Stanley did another review of your book in the "Lively Arts" 
section of the Sunday Examiner and Chroniwleo He based it on your 
letter to him of August 18. I am enclosing a copy of this article 
and it is self-explanatory so I won't go into any more details at 
this point. 

The significance of this article by Stanley cannot be overlooked* 
For Stanley to make what amounts to a public apology for having been 
mistaken about designating you as an "extremist" is something of a 
minor miracle in a Hearst publication. I never thought that he would 
acknowledge your letter and I watched for weeks to see if he would 
but I had just about given up hope until today. It looks as if my 
calling your atttention to his(Stanley ' s) original review of Aug.l# 
paid dividends this time and I am certainly glad in helping out. At 
last I began to feel that someone is listening to us out there de- 
spite the paper curtain between the government, the news media and 
the .American people. 

Stanley also did a review of Sauvage's book on Sept. 7 which 
I had read that appeared in the Examiner but -I do not have a copy of. 

I will get one and send it to you. One thing I want to mention that 
appeared in that review that is important for our purposes. Stanley 
said and I am quoting here from my memory only: "How long can the 
President keep mum in the face of the rising barrage of criticism 
directed at his blue ribbon commission". You'll notice that he does 
not simply refer to the Warren commission as the Commission but his 
(Johnson's) Commission. IT certainly clear from this as to what 
Stanley feels about what agency was responsible for the Whitewash 
job done by the Commission. I would not fail to mention this point 
and emphasize it if you correspond with him. On this matter I am 
certain that he will include whatever you have to say. 

Thus, it appears that the "barrage of criticism" is mounting 
and people like Stanley refuse to settle for nothing less than the 
truth. Ift a paper like the Examiner read by the hundreds of thousands 
the effect can be very significant® Kay be something of value can ob- 
tain the consequences of which both j^ou and I may not be able to 
assess- yet. 

Mark lane was here last week and he had an excellent re- 
sponse. Three weeks ago his book was #4 in a list of Bay Area Best 
Sellers. Last week it was ,$2. In today's Examiner it is $1. 



I wanted to make this letter brief but find I can't now. Anyway, I 
bad a long meetwing with Lane and friends of mine who were active 5n 
Lane's Committee of INquiry. The next big thing that he’ll be pushing 
is his film under the same name as his book. Lane said that Columbia 
Pictures would most likely handle it. If true this would be an in- 
credible breakthrough. Lane feljs confident about the book's success 
but perhaps even more so about the film's potential. 

I interviewed lane for the Berkeley Barb newspaper I write for 
in mj spare time. One thing he is pushing and I think as much publicity 
as^ possible should be given out is his demand that the National Ar- 
chives be opened. He is calling fdr a national demonstration on the 
steps of tne National Archives bmilding on Nov. 22, the third anniver- 
sary of his (Kennedy's) assassination. o 



. far as Ramparts is concerned the latest news I have from them 

is that they are now going to do the first of a series on the assass- 
ination m October and this will concern itself with the thirteen per- 
ipheral deaths thatJhgve occurred since the assassination. Incidentally, 
the latest^rriiLMs hinSrd ubuui this is that a fourteenth witness (and 
an essential one ’ t00 5 h a3 disappeared from the scene. He was Lee Bowers 
and was ailed m much the same manner as Whaley was 'when his car crashed 
ana he was killed instantly. No brake marks were found after his ca^ 
skiaded off the road into a concrete abutment and no autoosy was per- 
formed on the oody. A farmer who was on the scene at the time reported 

tnat the car mysteriously turned off the road with no obstruction in 
jXlq v/ay o 



that's all I wanted to say for now. I have more to say 

COncer ?? approaches to use to get the American public involved 
out no room or time to discuss this at this point. 

+ , If you would like me to do a story on this case for 

Thei? a cLcSLf?nn n ° W *T T ey + ? re V6ry eaSer t0 6et some mat ^ial from me. 
Their circulation m less than a year has reached a phenomenal 35,000. 

So® you can see the potential of this audience. ^ 

I'll close now. Best regards to you in the meantime. 



Best, 




f&JC 

Hal Verb 



M Z Qr l m o eh in need of that National Archives document I 
wrote you about. Someone is doing research and needs it before he 

tt if you 6 wilS ThaSlf' H0P * 3r0 " 0an obt « io “ for “• 1 appreciate 



